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— to the Objettimix Which were brought againſt 
* 4 5 the RoCuDALE Canal. Bill, on its third Reading in 
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n - On JE 8 ; i. That a broad Canal would bet firve the Public, with Locks 5 fee 


9. 


I. an R. The Public would nor be beſt kid with Locks 15 feet wide,. becauſe 
the principal Traffic of the Rochdale Canal would be with the Midland and Weſtern Counties 
of England, by way of the Szafford/ire Canal, which has only ſeven feet locks ; and muſt 

| unavoidably paſs e Hare-Caſtle Tunnel, which will admit Boats only even feet wide | 

at the moſt, With ſeven-feet boats (ſuch as are uſed on the Staffordſpire Canal) Goods may 

- be conveyed from Rochdale to Birmingham, Oxford &c. and alſo to London by the Braunſton 

Canal, WITHOUT - 'TRANSHIPPING : which could not poſſibly be done with fifteen · feet 

KB | locks, without very great waſte * water, or TORE delays by waiting for two boats to paſs | 
uo the ſame time. 7 


That 4 75 all of rates per 52 on-was to be 5 to the Duke 7” Bridgewater 
on all gooas paſſing From his Navigetien into the Rochdale Caral. 


1 1 A xs. This propoſed Toll would have been no more than a fair compenſation for 
the expence of building a Lock and keeping it in repair, and for the Loss of the Wharfage- 
Money which he now xzcz1ves. for: all goods paſſing from the Port of Liverpool, and from 
= _ the. Midland and Weſtern, Counties of England, to any place lying Eaſtward of Mancheſter, 
. N vice verſa : which goods would not be brought to his Wharfs or Warehouſes at _ 
2 after the . of theſe two Canals at N 


£ 
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Irn entitled to chis compenſation upon the general principle, that all Canals ſoall 
| compenſate all perſons awhom- thy, may injure. He, is entitled to it Hpecially, becauſe he has 
© expended 40, 000. at "a in providin g Wharfs and Warehouſes. Hr: the- ou Ac- 
commodation. 5 1 5 
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| 1. ii. Tal ub mall vim and bis kalle a venue of more than 


- 700bL. fir antum, 

Aus. This 1s an arbitrary aſſumption, which cannot be oroved. But it may be 

proved that this Toll, ToGzTazR with the Tonnage: under his preſent Act, would not 

amount (Wharfage and Warehouſe-room included) to three halfpence per Ton per mile on the 

whole length of his Canal: which fill leaves the Navigation of his Canal cheaper than 

that of Canals in general by 20 per Cent. and of the Bury and Bolton Canal by 50 per Cent. 
the Proprietors of that Canal having power to charge chree-pence per Ton per mile. 

4. This it an unprecedented Clanſe, 


Aus. Iti is not an unprecedented clauſe. The Proprietors of the Stratford Canal # 
pay 400. per annum to Mr. Parrott as a compenſation for the loſs which his Navigation on 
the Avon ſuſtained by that Canal. 


The Proprietors of the Praunſton Canal pay to che City of London e per 
annum by ien, „for the loſs which the Ty bames-Navi en may ſuſtain from that 


The . Proprietors alſo ſerure to the-Oxford Canal nar Tolls amounting 
to 10, oo a year, as a compenſation for the loſſes ſuſtained by their Canal. 


Many other inſtances might be added; but it ſeems unneceſſary to adduce them. 
5. By the clauſe introduced into the Bill on the "Report (which £23TRAINs 
dhe Promioters of the Rochdale Canal from cutting into the Duke's 
Canal without his conſent) ar Indi viduul (meaning the Duke of 
+ Bridgewater) ail be impowered to ſhut ap the comminnication between = 
"#heſe tæuo. Canali, a, <vill way-ditate. ba 
The Rechdale Company and. the Duke had AGREED-upon a hae and 
| had fixed the terms of compenſation. | 


The Committee broke that- agreement bye clauſe aer de the junction 
bat rejecting the compenſation. 
It was the intention of certain perſons thereby to detach the Duke ben che 
Company, and to deſtroy the Bill by diſuniting the intereſts of its Promoters. ö 


The 
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The Company kept their faith with the Duke. And as the oRIGiNAL 


, AGREEMENT, which was the baſis of the application to Parliament, was broken, the 


Company wiſhed to be RESTRAINED from cutting into his Canal until a NEW agree- 
ment could be made for that purpoſe. 


The reftraining | clauſe, introduced into the Bill, had No other object. Its 
aim was juſtice. It looked forward to a junction of the two Canals under a future 
AGREEMENT; Including a compenſation. 


% 


But this agreement, when cake, could not have imprwered the Duke to 


mut up the communication between theſe two Canals, as his will might dilate, becauſe 
it could not have had the force of a Law withbut the ſanction of Parliament; which 


would have regulated the Conditions, preſent and future, on which that communica- 
tion ſhould ſubfiſt and be continued. 


6. The Clauſe laſt alluded to was 5 into the Bill vo the Report, 


at a time when there were only four or five Members in the Home, and 


therefore the Bill 28220 to be rejected on that ac conut. 


Ans. It was xor ſmuggled into the Bill. It was introduced into it & AGRBE- 
MENT, With the &nowledge and by the conſent of the Adverſaries of the Bill, The Perſons 


- who concerted this agreement, were the two Anu Leaders of the contending Parties in the 
Lower Houſe, And printed Papers, about four hundred in number, ſtating the propriety of 


the Clauſe, and the neceſſity of its being introduced into the Bill on the Report, had been 


diſtributed to the Members. of the Houſe nearly two days previous to the Debate. 


|. 


The Committee of the Promoters of the ed Rochdale Canal have thus ſtated the 


chief ab which were urged againſt their proceedings on the third reading of their Bill. 
And they have ſubjoined to each its ſeparate and diſtinct reply ; which would have been 


given to the Public previous to the deciſion of the 17th, had thoſe objections been diſ- 
«cloſed in time for public animadverſion. They truſt, however, that the explanations above 


© Rated, although too late for the /afety of their Bill, will be early enough for their own juſ- 
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"I und will n that * conduct has been fair, juſt, candid and ROE Par- 
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20. April 1793. 
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